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This is a response to a first Office Action 

Application SN. 10/867,809 

This communication is a response to a first Office Action rejection having a 
mailing date of 10/06/3006 and setting forth a shortened statutory period for response 
of three months which would expire on 01/06/2006. 

The applicant has studied the examiner's DETAILED ACTION oarefully with 
the following results: 

1. The examiner's definition of a substitute application Is correct and the 
observations thereof are agreed with. 

1 - 8 The results of the of the Election/Restrictions are accepted. 
9 and 10a through 10i 1 1, and 12. 
The drawing objections have been studied carefully and it is found that the 
drawings are correct but that the specification and the call-out numerals need to be 
corrected which is being done on separate pages. 

13 - 15. Claim rejections under 36 U.S.C. 102. 
Claims 12- 15, 19 and 20 are rejected under 36 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Zonca. The Zonca reference teaches the use of a single compartment 10 that 
includes the claimed dimensions. However, applicant clearly claims a plurality of 
lateral compartments having overflow channels formed between the compartments 
that provide a path for self-levelling water between adjacent lateral compartments. 
None of this shown and taught by Zonca. The protrusion 20 in the single 
compartment does not qualify as a partition between compartments. The protrusion 
merely puts a dip in the ice cube the ease in breaking an ice oube into several 
sections. Therefore, claims 12- 16, 19 and 20 are not anticipated by Zonca and the 
rejection must be withdrawn. The rejection of claims 19 and 20 is not understood 
because claim 19 is dependent from claim 18 and claim 18 is not included in the 
above noted rejection. 
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16-21 rejections under 36 U.S.C 103 
Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zonca as 
applied to claims 12 - 15, 10 and 20 and in view of Copeman. It has been 
established above that the Zonca reference does not qualify as a base reference. 
However, when studying the Copeman reference, it is clear that Copeman has an 
entirely different concept in ejecting ice cubes from a tray down into a chute. 
Applicant claims ■ a chute means integrally formed of said tray at an orientation 
parallel to said length of said lateral compartment". Copeman does not have such a 
chute means but turns the ice tray up-side-down and the ice cube is ejected by a 
spring 46. Therefore, even if Zonca was a valid reference, it could not be modified by 
Copeman and as suggested by the examiner. 

22-26 rejections under 36 U.S.C 103 
Claim 17 is rejected under 36 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zonca in view 
of Asenbauer. The Asenbauer reference is a stackable container and has nothing to 
do with ice trays. The examiner states that" Asenbauer discloses a tray with a rim 
portion that has a first raised height in the rear portion, which extends higher than the 
first raised height". It would have been helpful if the examiner had identified the 
different heights by reference characters. Applicant cannot find any such difference 
in the drawings as well as in the specification. Nevertheless, since Zonca is not a 
valid base reference, it cannot be modified as suggested by the examiner. 

26 - 29 rejections under 36 U.S.C. 103 
Claims 18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zonca as applied to claims 12 - 15, 19 and 20 above, and further in view of Fan. This 
rejection is not understood because claim 18 is an independent claim and then why 
the reference back to claims 12- 15, 19 and 20. However, the examiner states that 
"Fan disclose of an ice tray with compartments that are aligned vertically and have an 
increasing girth." Fan, being a Design Patent, does not have any explanation at all 
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and, therefore, the examiner's cited language cannot be found in Fan and not in the 
drawings. Therefore, this rejection cannot be maintained. 

In view of all of the above, it is believed that ail objections and rejections 
have been addressed and the examiner is respectfully requested to withdraw the 
objections and rejections made and pass this application to an early indication of 
allowability. 

If any oustanding issues remain, the examiner is respectfully requested to call the 
undersigned at (239) 592-5B43 




Date: U/'V'^ 



Werner H. Schroeder 
Reg. No. 36,387 
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